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learning is not very highly valued by subsequent ages, bu*
no one denies the acuteness of their minds. The subtlety of
their reasoning is such that the modern student, trained to
deal with concrete materials rather than with abstractions,
finds it very difficult to follow their arguments with their fine
distinctions and their multitude of accurately used scientific;
or logical terms. Even their discussions about words and
subtleties of thought performed an extremely important
function in the subsequent development of thought, because
it produced a scientific and logical terminology so essential to
all accurate thinking.
From the point of view of realism, scholasticism was the
attempt to support authority by the intellect, to supplement
faith by reason; it was the union of theology and logic, of
religion and metaphysics. But from the nominalist point of
view, scholasticism was the conflict of reason with authority,
an attempt to overthrow religious despotism by philosophy,
the desire to broaden religious beliefs by intelligence. Realism
as seen in the earlier scholastic discussions concerning the
doctrine of the eucharist was based upon the deceptiveness
of the senses, the insufficiency of human experience as a
rsource of truth; nominalism was based altogether upon the
validity, the trustworthiness, and the sufficiency of experience.!
Truth was to be reached through the testimony of the senses ?
only thus was the validity of the general notion to be tested.
To be sure, this view was rather implicit than explicit in the
teachings of the nominalists; they held it as a formal truth.
Only very gradually did it work itself out; only in the
course of time was it realized that this position was wholly
destructive of the scholastic attitude; only with the close
of the period was it seen that even if the nominalist
position was true, it possessed only the formal value that
might also be possessed by the realist position. Philosophi-
cally, the modern point of view was to reject both; the
approach of moderr thought is different from that of scholas